
1999 PROPOSALS RECOMMENDED FOR FUNDING

Recommended TRP Score Proposal No ProjectTitle Applicant/Organization County Requested Amt Recommended Amt TRP Comments

Yes 43 99-F102 Health Monitoring of Hatchery US Fish & Wildlife Service, California - Merced, San Joaquin $37,860 $37,860 Suggest that a subject of samples be
& Natural Fall-run Chinook in Nevada Health Center tested for ag chemicals. S~ms cost-
SJ Rive" effective.

Yes 43 99-F103 Central Valley Steelhead CA Dept ofFish & Game, WRB Shasta, Tchama, Butte, $70,636 $70,636 Addresses an important issue. Could be
Genetic Evaluation Glenn, etc useful infornmtion.

Yes 41.5 99-B161 Riparian Corridor Acquisition US Bureau of Land Management Shasta, Tehama $2,175,000 $2,175,000 Subject to match from TPL
and Restoration Assessment

yes 41 99-E116 Purple Loosestrife Prevention, CA Dept of Food & Ag, Integrated Pest Butte, Contra Costa, $328,779 $127,473 Good project; aimed at early eradication
Detection & Control Actions for ControlBranch Fr~no, Nevada, oct
the SaciSJ Riv~ Delta System

yes 41 99-D119 Determination of the Causes of CA Dept of Water Resources, San Joaquin, Stanislaus, $866,408 $866,408
Dissolved Oxygen Depletion in Environmental Services Offices Mereed
the SJ River

yes 39:25 99-B156 South Napa River Tidal Sough City of American Canyon lqapa $1,520,000 $1,520,000 Good project adjacent to numerous othe~
and Floodplain R~toration ongoing n~ions.
proj~

Yes 39 99-B 131 YUBA TOOLS: Coilaberatiw Yuba Watershed Council & SYRCL Yuba, Nevada, Siena $216,150 $216,150 Important spring run stream proposal
Watershed Mgmt for Flood
Control

Yes 38 99-GI 00 Estuary Action Challenge Earth Island Institute/Estuary Action Alameda, Contra Costa $50,000 $50,000 Well thought out proposal. Part of an
Environmental Education Project Challenge going school program that appears to be

well organized and highly supported
locally with strong =nphasis on urban

Yes 38 99-A117 Improve the Upstream Ladder &US Fish & Wildlife Service Shasta, Tehama $1,663,400 $1,663,400 High priority for funding.
Barrier Weir @ Coleman Nafl
Fish Hatch. in Battle Creek

Yes 38 99-B127 Reintroduction of Endangered Unive~ity of California at Davis, Dept of Solano, Napa, Contra Costa $148,627 $148,627 Weil written re~vx~ proposal with go~
Soft Bird’s Beak to Restored Environm~tal Science & Policy, Wetland benefits to primary species~
Habitat - Suisun R.eseareh

Yes 38 99-F106 Development of a CA Dept offish & Game Shasta, Butte, Saea’araento, $75,951 $75,951 Include Dave Hankin & Ken Newman.
Comprehensive Imple. Plan for a etc Ensure broad public involvement. DFG
Statiscally D~igned ~Ma.rking & is the entity to do this work.
Recovery
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Recommended TRP Score Proposal No ProjectTitle Applicant/Organization County Requested Amt Recommended Amt TRP Comments

Yes 38 99-E104 Assessing Ecological & UC BcrkrlE¢ Santa Clara, Sonoma $149,429 $149,429 A ms�arch project hurt by scoring
Economic Impacts of the criteria. Nice link to EIO0. Good
Chine~ Mitten crab proposal.

Ye~ 37 99-A109 Fish Treadmill Developed Fish Wildlife, Fish, & Conservation Biology, UCYolo $1,036,821 $1,036,821 Rccomend that funding be given to high
Screen Criteria for Native Davis priority species only.
Sacramento-San Joaquin
Watt~’shed Fish~

Y~s 37 99-B130 D~elopracnt of an Surface Water Resources, Inc Yuba, Nevada $171,100 $171,100 Scoring criteria penalizes studies, but
Implerr~ntation Plan for Lower they arc
Yuba Riv~ Anadromous Fish
Habitat l~storation

Yes 36 99-B190 Linl~M Hydrogcomorphic Univmity of California, Davis Ctmter for Sacramento, San Joaquin, $1,946,016 $1,546,016 Ensure continuous
Ecosy~¢m Models to Support Integrated Watershed Sci~nc~ & Mgrat E1 Dorado, Amador r~vi~v/coord. Fund parts: g~omorph,
Adaptive Mgrat Cosumncs- hydro, wat~ quality. Overall,
Mokelumae Paired Basin confusing. Too many things identified t,

do.

Ye~ 36 9943103 W~ Challenge 2010 Exhibit US Army Corps of Eng, San Francisco BayAll $50,500 $50,500 Exc~lhmt proposal.
Model Visitor C.~nt~ bio/�¢o beniits, mach~ an ima’~dible

number of p~ople throughout the s’tat¢.

Y¢~ 36 99-A10:~ Fish Passage Improv~acmt T~haraa-Colusa Canal Authority Tehama 72,574,000 $1,000,000
Project at the Red Bluff
Diversion Dam

Y~s 36 99-D123 Di.,~olved Orymic Carbon US Geological Survey Yolo, Solano, Contra $1,392,669 $1,392,659
R¢lu~s¢ from Delta Wetlands, Costa, San Joaquin, Sac
Part 1

y~ 3:5 99-D113 Chronic Toxicity of UC Davis, Dept of Animal Science Yolo $673,684 $673,684 Some discomfort in identifying
Environn~-ntal Conlmninants in chc~nic.als to taxgct for toxicity (shotgun
Sacramento Splitmil: A approach?) Pcrfiaps sdcnium and
Biomarkex Approach mercury not the type of chemicals to

monitor as they b~com¢ bioaccurnulativt
and splittail am at bottom ofth¢ food

Y~s 36 99-DI 16 Assrssm~nt of Pesticide Effects UC B~rk¢l~ Contra Costa, Solano, Sac, $I,875,561 $1,875,561
on Fish & Thrir Food R~sourccs SJ, M¢~.~l, Yolo
in the Sac-S3 D~Ita

Y~s 35 9943104 The Learning Wamrshed Projcx~ American River Watershed Institute Placer, Sacramento, Te~m~a $58,250 $55,250

Yrs 34 99-EI01 An Evaluation of the Potential CA Drpt of Water Resources Solano, Sa~’amcnto, $147,799 $147,799    Cdt~ia provid¢~l for T.cological Benefit
Impacts of the Chin~� Mittm Contra Costa, San 3oaquin hurt ambled NI$ mscamh proposals.
crab on the B~nthic Comm. in
the D~Ita
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Recommended TRP Score Proposal No ProjectTitle Applicant/Organization County Requested Amt Recommended Amt TRP Comments

Y~s 34 99-CI 18 Biological Ag Systams in Sustainable Cotton Project (SCP) Merced, Madera, Fr~no $1,38g,784 $460,000

Cotton-BASIC-Reducing
Synthetic Pesticides &
Fertilizers in the No. SJ Vly

Yes 34 99-B124 Lake Red BiuffRiparian Area The California Conservation Corps Tehama $29,114 $29,114 Mor~ educational than restoration.

Restoration & Education
Support Project

y~ 34 99-6119 Wam~ Educational TrainingColusa County Rasour~ Conservaton Colusa $13,000 $13,000
&F°rhighthe levelSmallofam°untlocal support°f funds, re.qu~s’tc~lthis migh

District b¢ a worthy project.

Y~s 33 99-G117 1999/2000 Bay-D~lta EducationWater Education Foundation All $122,500 $32,300 Fu~ Task 1 (Briefing Pal~) & Task 4
(Joum~ists Tour) only ($32,300). Do

Program not rcco~ funding Task 2 or 3.
Ambivalent about ftmding tl~ upda~ of
the CALLED video ($21,300)

Yes 33 99-B146 Species and Community ProfilesFriends of the San Franciso Esamry Alameda Y~14,000 $44,000

of the San Francisco Bay Area
Wetlands Ecos~e~n Goals
Projm

Y~s 33 99-B169 Un&-~anding Tidal Mm’sh University of N~w Orleans Int~tidal Ba~-D~Ita $1,042,246 $I,042,24~ Good

Restoration Process~ and
Patm~

Sacramento & Bay Area
TrawlingExhibittMcCormack.WiltiamsonFilm Festival &Films)Independent Documcatary Group (IDG counti~ (suggest $50,000 with IDG findingY~ 33

sponsors for the b~l of $21,000). Very
Restoration Film valuable way for message of CALFED

and B~y-Dclat to reach a v¢5’ l~rg¢
audi~a¢~ in the B~!

Yes 32 99-B 106 East Delta Habitat Corridor Habitat Assessment & Re~oration Team, Sacramento $1,100,000 $1,100,000 identitiexiSugge~t findingin proposal)S°me cost sha~. (None

(Georgianna Slough) Inc.

Yes 32 99-C 121 Douglas/Long Canyon Pair~- Placer County Warn" Agency PCWA Placer $83,600 $g3,600 NOto CALFEDdir~ct connectiOn,priority spccie~.r"~-~carch proposal

Watershed Project

y¢~’ 31 9943107 River Studie~ Cent~ ~bits & San .Ioaquin Riv¢~ Parkway & Co~ationFresno, Madcra $110,89:5 $68,415 Only r~co~d Tasks 1,2, &
ftmded ($68,41:5). Ta~,~ 3 & 4 should

Programs Trust
worked out. This is the only Ed project
to serve San Joaquia Good multi-
dinm~onal proje~.’t with good links to
CALFED obje~tiv~.
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Recommended TRP Score Proposal No ProjectT~le Applicant/Organization County Requested Amt Recommended Amt TRP Comments

Yes 30 99-B158 Sacramento River Discovery Saeran~nto River Discovery Center Tehama, Butte, Placer, $174,150 $38,400 Panel recommends funding Task 2 only
(3g,400), Would not recommend Tasks

Center                                                           Glenn, ere                                                     or 3 to be funded.

Yes 29 99-EI03 Effects oflntroduced Species of"San Francisco State University: Romberg N/A $826,930 $726,930 Criteria provided for’Ecological Benefit
hurt needed NIS research projects.

Zooplankton & Clams on the B- Tiburon Center
D Food Web

No 44 99-B165a Liberty Island Acquisition and US Fish & Wildlife Service Yolo, Solano $1,146,717 Support continued acquistion of 2
Liberty Island parcels and development

Restoration-Phase I of restoration plan. Overall, too much
$$. Other parcels aren’t related to
Liberty Island

No 41 99-B189 Inundation of a Section of the Natural Heritage Institute Yolo, Solano $820,679 Potential liigh benefit for priority
species. Well put togetber proposal.

Yolo Bypass to Restore Sac.
Splittail & Other Native Slx~:ies

No 40 99-B155 Naps Salt Pond Naps Sanitation District Naps $355,000 Irmovative,.long-term project to address
an important issue though results uncles

Restoration/Water Supply until netion tmdertakerL
Project

No 40 99-B111 Tuolunme’ River Special Run Turtoek Irrigaton District Stanislsus $2,179,000 Contingent upon AFRP cost share. Use
what is learmd from SRP 9 & othe

Pool 10 Restoration projects. How do all the gravel projects
fit together7 Work at overall restoration        tO
& gravel restoration issees.

No 40 99-B120 Tuolunme River Mining R.eaeh Turloek Irrigation District Stanislaus $3,501,000 Contingent upon AFRP funding.
l~.ecommed continued peer review &

Project 3 - Warner Deardorff dissemination of lessons learned. Moo~.
Segment requested in October. 1.1.1

No 40 99-F105 Biological Assess. of Green UC Davis, Wildlife, Fish & Conservation Sutter, Yolo $205,013 Continued work supported. Suggest ag
chemical analysis on reproductive

Sturgeon in the Sae/SJ Biology material.
Watershed

N̄o 39 99-C100 Last Chance Creek Project - Feather River Coordinated Resour~ Plumas $980,000 Good proposal though not directly
related to CAb. FED priority species.

Fmris - Meadowview geaeh Managernet - Plumas Corp

No 39 99-C132 Battle Creek Watershed Battle Creek Watershed Conservancy Shasta, Tehama $292,662 Well written proposal. Logical ne~t ste~
for important area with lots of ongoing

Stewardship, Phase 2 activity.

No 39 99-E107 Stone Lakes Water Hyacinth Florin R.e~ouree Conservation District Sacramento $382,559

Control Economic Development Corporation

No 39 99-E108 Tamarisk & Amndo on Cache Cache Creek Conservancy Yolo $968,700

Creek: Removal and
R.evegetation
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Recommended TRP Score Proposal No ProjectTitle Applicant/Organization County Requested Amt Recommended Amt TRP Comments

No 39 99-B165b Liberty Island, etc, Phase 2 US Fish & Wildlife Service Yolo, Solano $13,495,605

No 39 99-B 121 South Napa River Acquisition Napa County Land Trust Napa $2,970,000 Supportive of proposal. Continuation
and Restoration Program work in area.

No 39 99-B 144 A Unique Opportunity for The Delta Science Center at Big Break Contra Costa $536,313 An important area with good tie-in for
Restoration, Reseerch and overall benefits. Good cost sharing.
Education

No 39 99-E 118 Arundo donax Eradication and Sonoma Ecology Center All $818,045
Coordination

No 38.9 99-B137 Battle Crrek Riparian Habitat The Natur~ Conservancy Tehama, Slmsta $2,820,000
Protrction

No 38.64 99-B174 Stone Lakes National Wildlife US Fish & Wildlife sorvi~ Sacramento, Yolo $5,065,030 Important area, support continued
Refuge Acquisitions acquisition.

No 38 99-B135 Lower Clear Creek Floodway Western Shasta Resourc~ Consvrvaton Sacramento River $4,901,553
Restoration Proposal soliciationDistrict

No 38 99-A116 Pleasant Grove-Verona Mutual Pleasant Grove-Verona Mutual Water Suttvr $331,000
Wa~" Company Fish Screen. Cornpeny

No 38 99-C129 Devvlopmeat ofa W~ed CSU, Chico Rvscamh foundation - Offivv ofButte,, Glean $293,473 Important but not critical to CALFED
Management Strategy for Little Sponsored Programs goals. Do have ¢xi~g cceditior~
Chico Creek report lgoical next ~’p.

No 37.~ 99-B126 Floodplain Acquisition and Sub-The Nature Conservancy Glenn, Butt~, Te, lmuaa $13,964,900
Rcach/SitmSpecifi¢ Mgmt
Plaming on Sacram~to River

No 37 ¯ 99-(2101 Las~n National Forest USDA, Forest Service, Lassen National Butte, Plumas, Shasta, $3,017,695 R~ommcnd no~ funding USFS project
W~I Stewardship Forest Tehama rngmt co~t. they should provide as in-
~ous W~exis of kind cost shar~. Good project in gmvral.
Antelope, Battle, et¢ Some question on ~ as limiting

factor.

No 37 99-A110 City of Redding Water Utility City of Redding, Department of Public Shasta $495,400 Vc~y high priority fk~h sa’vcn area-
Fish Screen Rehabilitation Works prime spawning for fccclhcad md

chinook salmon.

No 37 99-E111 Introduced Spartina Eradication California Coastal Conservancy, San Sac,, Sol, CC, Santa Clara, $2,914,300 Projv¢~ should be funded when the
Program Frm¢isco Bay Program ¢to proponcmts provide more detail on

control. One of the most impocmnt
topi¢~ in invasive spocivs.

No 37 99-E! 14 Biological Control of Saltccxlar USDA - Agricultural Research Svrvi~ Yolo $1,042,885
& Giant Re~I in the Cache
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Recommended TRP Score Proposal No ProjectTitle Applicant/Organization County Requested Amt Recommended Amt TRP Comments
~,

No 36 9942 122 Marsh Creek Watershed ScienceThe Delta Science Center at Big Break Contra Costa $163,474 ThiSrcstoratoinPrOjeCtproposal.has a complin~ntary( 99-B 144) habital

Program

No 36 99-B 145 Culture of Delta Smelt, UC Davis, Animal Science Dept, Meye HallUSA $431,606
continuationC°Sts secm reasonable,of work. worthwhile

Hypomesus transpaeifieus, in
Support of Environ. Studies &
Restor~on

No 36 9942138 Colusa Basin Watershed ProjectColusa County RCD, Colusa Basin
$492,500 addressingS~°ng proposalimportantWith problem.le°al leadership

Drainage District

No 35.5 99-B157 Development of a River Sacramento City42ounty Office of Sacramento $250,000
AgreedSuggest this theyishold needed, public Seemed meetings, costly.

Corridor Management Plan for Metropolitan Water planning Forum
the Lower American River

No 35.5 99-B151 Habitat R~toration and Natural Sacramento River Partners Butte, Glenn $2,153,574

P~s: Integrating Riparian
Restoration with Flood Plan

No 35 9942104 Cons~vation Easements for Ducks Unlimited, Inc., We.stem Regional Sutter $3,120,000 Supportive of proposal, but f~lt it was
H_ab R~t. and acor~d as such. ~O

Agricultural Lands Office ~.

No 35 99-Blg4 Arnndo donax Control on Bureh CA Dept of Water Resoue~, Northern Tehan~ $39,000

Cr~k: Normative Invasive District
Spcei~ Eradication. tO

No 35 99-D100 Real Time Wat~ Quality Grassland Water District Mereed $652,330 ~

Mm~nt
~N~ 35 99-A11 $ B~ Cry, k/Sanborn Slough California W~’~ffowl A~iat~on, Rnb Col~.~, Butt~ $~60,0~ tl~IS there~uida fed~¢ff~t cost-sl~’~ngthe ~din~. limit~on

Bifurcation Project Capriola

No 35 99-A106 Banta-Carbona Irrig, District Banta42arbuna Irrigation District San Joaquin County $1,694,375
beCatreceivedIII funds,byCurrentlyproject because federal, project may not

I.l.I

Positive Barrier Fish Screen budget has exceeded federal cost-sharin[
under CVPIA program.

No            34.64     99-B 193        McCormick-Williamson Tract    University of California, Davis Center for    Sacramento                     $556,200                     B192/B193 should have been one
Restoration Planning, Design, & Integrated Watershed; Science and Mgmt                                                           proposal.
Monitoring Program 1

No 34.5 99-B 154 North Fork Weber Creek American River Conservancy El Dorado $I,150,000 High potential benefit to red-legged
f~og~ No conection with salmon or

Acquisition and Habitat atcethead.
Restoration

No 34 9942105 Panoche/Silver Creek WatershedWestside Resource Conservation District Fresno, San Benito $848,000 High ecological benefits. Very strong
local involvement. Need clarification oF

Management and Action Plan how and what modeling will be done.
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Recommended TRP Score Proposal No ProjectTitle Applicant/Organization County Requested Amt Recommended Amt TRP Comments

No 34 99-A113 Tracy Fish Facilities, Bureau of Reclamation, Mid-Pacific RegionContra Costa, San Joaquin, $5,700,000 If this goes forward, it must
Technology, D~velopment to Alameda cooperative. The establishment of
Mee~ Modem Fish Protection cooperation and collaboration trends is
Criteria good development that should be

sustained.

No 34 99-A101 Sacramento River Small Family Water Alliance Colusa $312,700
Divwsion Fish Screen Mech.
Mointodng & MainL Proj~t

No 34 99-AI 11 Development of an Optimal     M. Leveret Kawag University of California,Yolo $788,225 Contingent on more coordination with
Design for Reducing Predation Davis, UCD Civil Engineer Resources Agency.
on D~Ita Smelt at a Large Fish

No 34 99-B102 Tuolumne River Bobcat Flat Friends of the Tuolumn¢, Inc. Stanislaus $1,641,941 Good opportuni~ on impommt parcel.
Floodplain Acquisition Ensur~ BLM will rrtanage.

No 34 99-B170 Lower Ranch W~dand Sonoma Land Trust not listed $1,095,648 Design phase - moderate benefit, sugges
Restoration Project linking up with other projects.

No 34 99-B 149 Northwestma Suisun Marsh Calif D~t of Water Resources, Solano $500,000 A lot of habitat though its unclear what
Habitat Restoration Project Environmental Services Office they ar~ baying.

No 34 99-A102 Wildcat Cr~k Floodplain, L Michael Walford, Pub Works Dir & ChiefContra Costa County $440,000 None
Channel and Fisheries Eng.
Restoraiton

No 34 99-A108 Lower Mokelumn¢ Rivet Woodbridge Irrigaitun District and City of San Joaquin $11,916,000 Vety complete documentation. Proposa
Restoration Program Lodi is broader than fish soreens/fish passage.

No 34 99-B172 Holland Land I.¢v~ Protection R.eclam~._tion District No. 999 Solano $295,000 Int¢~’ating habitat is much better than
& Habitat Restoration Project rip rap, but small scale project.

No 34 99-C120 Continuation of the LOw~ San 1oaquin P,e~mm¢ Conservation DistrictSan JOaClU~ Saca’anamto $654,000 Strongly reco~ for funding.
Mok~lumne River Watershed
Stewardship Program

No 34 99-DI 17 Implementation of ManagementCA Dept of P~tieide Regulation Stanislaus, San Joaquin, $690,466 Essential that Task I flask Force) b~
Practices that Prevent Offsit¢ Mereed expanded to include RCDs, CAFF, as
Movement of Chlorpyrifos well as Water Board or I)~lta

representative atd UC Davis alfalfa
~xperts throughout the solution area
Well writtan, but focus~ in the wrong

No 33 9942106 Identificaiton & CA Dcpt of Water R~ources, Northern Butte, Su~ter $297,296 None.
Characterization of Aquatic District
Habitat & Water Quality Factors
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Recommended TRP Score Proposal No ProjectTitle Applicant/Organization County Requested Amt Recommended Amt TRP Comments

No 33 99-B 153 MeTced Rivet Corridor Stillwatcr Sciences Merccd $229,000 Well hid out. Support to continue
Restoration Project Phase lII o funding the consensus building approacl

No 33 99-Dl 04 Effects of Fires & Sediment USGS/BRDAVERC Sequoia and Kings Tulare $390,752 This is a strong proposal, but outside of
Processes in Sierra Nevada Canyon Field Station the CALFED proposal geographic area.
Forested WateTshcds . Data being collected (methodology,)

could be applicable in CALFED areal

No 33 99.-C116 A Clear Creek Prescription Western Shasta Resource Conservation Shasta $322,960 Most of work abov~ Whiskcytown whic/
District (WSRCD) hss less connection to CALFED

priorities.

No 33 99-D120 Eff~ts of Contain in the Applied Marine Science, Inc. Multiple $745,726
Catchm~t of the SFB Estuary
on R~dpro Suc, c~s of Adult
Health

No 32.5 99-B 148 Cosumnes Rivet Floodplain The Nature Conservancy Sacramento $7,317,200 Good land with floodplain and upland
Acquisition, Management & aspeots.
Monitoring

No 32 99-B188 Butte Crock Watershed CSU Chico Research Foundation Butte $141,512 For limitegi funds r~..ommend funding
Education Project Tasks 1,5,6,8, and 9. (S85,000) for

second tier, add Tasks 2 & 4. Do not
recommend funds 3 or 7 be funded.
Eff-~five way to train tcmcheTs &
students. Not clear on how task 3 ties
with ’Adopt-a-watershed’ prograr~

No 32 9CA’A103 Biological Evaluation of Suis~nCA Dcpt offish & Game Solano $464,000
Marsh Diversions

No 32 99-C140 Sonoma Crock WateTshexi Southern Sonoma County Resource Sonoma $702,633 Could b¢ paxtiaily funded. Good
Consonancy Conservation Distri~ community bescd project.

No 32 99-D130 C_~tting B-D Solutions on the Yolo County RCD/Calif Assoc of seven counties $2,947,676 Do not fund counties not in the
Ground & Online: An Ag R.CDs/DWR. co-sponsors geographic area- Of 8 counties, 4 arc
Comm. Delivery System to not in the geographic area and the
Revitalize Our Water geographic doesn’t appear consistent

within the document.
Encourage thorn to rcapply.

No 32 99-D 122 Protecting Water Quality in The Community Allianco with Family Farmers Frcmo, Madera, Mcrccd, $1,614,270 Contingent on funds be spent in the
Sac/SJ Rivet WateTshcd (CAFF) SJ, Sol, Stanislaus, Yolo geographic ar~.(Fresno is not in the
Through Biological Farming geographic area).Must g~t contiguous
Outreach & Ed. farms to participat.� together.Potentially

scale back and couple w/monitoring
�ffort to verify effectiveness before
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Recommended TRP Score Proposal No Project’ritle Applicant/Organization County Requested Amt Recommended Amt TRP Comments

No 32 99-B191 Geomorphic Model for University of California, Davis, Dept of not specific $104,458 Include sample reaches, application to
current opportunities.

Demonstration and Feasibility Geology
Assessment of Set-back Levees
B-D River systems

No 32 99-A104 RD 2035 Sac P-dyer Positive Reclamation District 2035 Yolo $1,200,000 In general, a fish screen package should
pay for fish screens, not ancillary things

Barrier Fish Screen Design & unless they’re essential for working of
Environ. Review the fish screens.

No             32     99-C112       Butte Co{mty Water & Natural County of Butte                     Butte                        $277,107                    Could be valuable, but rtmlly should
Resource Coordination

No 31 99-AI 12 Hydraulic Testing Facility for M. Levent Kavvas, Dept of Civil & Yolo $55 8,394 Study needs direction, e~xcially

Fish Screens at Small DiversionsEnvironmental Engineering. UC Davis directed by Technical Advisory
in the DoRa CommJlte~ made of Agmcy staff.

NO 31 99-A119 Tuttl¢ Pump Relocation ProjectMaxwell Irrigation District Colusa $427,900
Wouldshtu~ included.be more attractive if a local cost

No 31 99-C130 BigChicoCreek&LittleChico CSU, ChicoP, esearch Foundation -Office of Butte, Glmm, Tehama .$267,326 Coordination is import~nL Proposalw~

Wate~h~d Support Project Sponsortxl Programs
unclear in budget breakdown.

No 31 99-Dl15 A New Appraoch to Assess the UCBerkeley, TheRegentsoftheUnivexsityMadera, ConttaC.os~ $711,773 Recommend funding Task l @$100,00
if stands alone. Compr~msive

Efft~ of Eoosystem Restorationof California Solano, SJ, Yolo approach should be usetL Let the
Efforts on Contaminant tt, hnical mercury assest rt~ults and
Bioavtilability make request for further direction.

Potentially partiflly fund to flesh out the
effort.

No 31 99-B 113 Hill Slough West Habitat Calif D~pt of Fish & Game Solano $65,000 Support ongoing work. Ties in well wifl

Restoration Domonstation
bigger pictm~

Project

No 31 99-B195 Ball Ranch Habitat Restoration San Joaquin River Conservancy Fresno, Madera $7,000,000 Support partial funding for highest
priority parcel (applicant to advise).

Area Acquisition Linkage to re~z~ion unclear.

No 31 99-B159 Implen~ntation of Riparian CA Dept of Water Resources, Northern Tehama $687,000

Corridor Management along theDistrict
Woodson Bridge Subrcach of
the Sac Rivex

No 31 99..C 114 Yuba Watershed Council: A Yuba Watershed Council, Nevada Cry Nevada, Siena, Yuba, $142,618 Important area to have a coordinator.

Collaborative Approach gesoume Constwcation District Placer

No 31 99-AI 14 Colusa Basin Drain Adult Surface Water Resources, Inc. Yolo $577,500

Salmonid Barrier Project
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Recommended TRP Score Proposal No ProjectTitle Applicant/Organization . County Requested Amt Recommended Amt TRP Comments

No 31 99-B185 Monitoring Tidal Wetland US Geological Survey, Biological Napa, Solano, Sonoma $689,000 Monitoring. Suggest tie in with other
ongoing projects.

Rehabilitations in the North Bay Resources Division
Region of the San Francisco Bay
& Delta

No 31 99-B112 Brickyard Creek Tributary The California Conservation Corps Tehama $104,453 More educational in focus.

Riparian R~oration ~nd
Outdoor Classa~om Project

No 31 9942115 Upper Trinity River Watershed Trinity County Resource Consea’valton Trinity $150,000 Good project. Unclear ¢onn~tion to
CALFED priorities, not enough $$ to

Stewardship Project District implement correctly.

No 31 99-D102 Adap. Mgmt Strat. for Reservoir UC Davis, Dept of Land, Air & Water Yolo, Mea’ced, Fresno $749,386

of Ag Drainage Discharge: Resouces
Mitigating Selenium Eeotoxic

No 31 9942109 Napa Riv¢~ Watershed Nat~ County Resoure~ Conservation District Nap~ $191,100 Support eontinuaitun of work.
Implementation of Ownws Manual.

Stewardship Year 2

No 31 9942133 Developing a Biological & Kicr Associates Shasta, TeMma $482,289 Fund Tasks 2,3,4, ~ appropiaI¢ peer
review. Conduct some ~ ofworkshol U’~

C-enctic Mgmt Plan for Chinook to nddm~ mgmt issues that aecd to be
Salmon in the No. Sac Vly & dealt with. u’~

No 31 99-B114 Delt~ Mcadow~ N~mtral California Dept ofPnrks & Recreation/Delta Sacramento $696,000 Panel supportsinventory to the extent it
supports r~storatinn for this project. Tht

Communities Inventory and State Parks larger inventory could be cost shared

No 30.75 99-B163 Lisbon District Leve� & Habitat Reclamation District No. 307 Yolo $320,000 Action would be benficisl in this area,
though som~ issues still n~l to be

Protection Project resolved.

No 30 99-E102 Determining Substrat¢ US Geological Survey/Davis Field Station Yolo $286,829 Criteria provided for ~£eologieal Benefit
hurt ne�ded NIS rescaroh proposals.

P,~quirements for Passive
Interdiction, Popuhtion Control
of C. Mittna crab

No 30 99-A120 Richter Brothers Anndromous H & L Partoer’~aip Sutter $950,000 Suggest ti~ this b¢ performed under
guidance of the AFRP teohn~cal review

Fish Scre�n Project team until the teclmolo~ is proven.
Would possibly be more attractive as
feasibility study to get a beliz, handle
the technoloBy.

No 30 99-B 194 TuolumaeRiver Sediment Turlock Irrigation Distriet/Tuoltmme Riv¢~ Stanislans $411,400 Partial funding - Task 1 & 2? Connect
w/B133.

Mgrm & Implementation Plan Tcelmic-~d Advisory
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Recommended TRP Score Proposal No ProjectTitle Applicant/Organization County Requested Amt Recommended Amt TRP Comments

No 30 99-D109 Reduction of Insecticides Loads CA Dept of Pesticide Regulation Stanislaus, San Joaquin, $1,041,000
in the San Joaquin Watershed Mereed

No 30 99-D124 Dissolved Organic Carbon US Geological Survey, Placer Hall Yolo, Solano, Contra $2,740,040
Release From Delta Wetlands: Costa, S J, S~c
Pt2

No 30 99-D107 Real-Time Forecasting of Lawrence National Laboratory, Berkeley, $628,378
Contaminant Loading From the
Panoche/Silver Creek Watwshed
to the SJ River

No 30 99-B 139 Phase II: Demonstration ProjectAssociation of Bay Area Government not listed $3,138,670 Ongoing work on limited but useful
for the Protection and (ABAG) habitat. Seems expensive.
F__admneement of Delta In-
ehaun¢l Islands

No 30 99-B 152 A Mechanistic Approach to Stillwater Sciences Merced, Stanislaus $223,666 Coordinate w/San Joaquin Riparian
Riparian Restoration in the San 1Lstorafion Group. Potentially useful
Joaquin Basin tool.

No 29.9 99-B125 Big Cldco Cr~k Ecological River Network Butte $1,225,666
Preserve

No 29.63 99-B192 MeCormaek-Willismson Tract CA Dept of Water P,r, sourees, Flood S~xameaato $355,000 This could b¢ funded later.
Restoration Planning, Design, & Protection Branch
Monitoirng Program II

No 29~.5 99-B132 Seasonal Wetlands & Colusa Basin Drainage District Yolo $3,550,000
Environmental Enhancement

No 29 99-B150 River Park Greater Vallejo Recreaton District Solano $1,000,000 Small seal� project. Unclear how
important it is to bigger picture.

lqo 29 99-B167 Restoration of Copper Creek Geraldine Cassinelli Amador $122,916 Isolated. Does not fit in with bigger
and Newton Copper Mine CALFED picture. Biological

impacts/benefits not identified.
Recommend not funding.

No 29 99-B168 Venice Island Potato Slough CA. Dept of Water Resources, Flood San Joaquin $491,2.23 Innovative concept though costly for
Habitat Creation DemonstrationProtection & Geographic Information study only.
Project

No 29 99-B109 Chipps Island Tidal Marsh Fishery Foundation of California Solano $’968,810 ¯ Project l~s potential, but it was di~ieu/t
Project to discern whiela option to select.

No 29 99-DI 18 Eval. of Cont. Effects of PrioritySan Francisco Estuary Institute C~ntra Costa $2,495,770
Fish Food Chain Resources in
the Sae-SJ River & B-D Estuary
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Recommended TRP Score Proposal No ProjectTitle Applicant/Organization County Requested Amt Recommended Amt TRP Comments

No 29 99-E115 Proposal to Conduct an Assess. May Consulting Services Saeramento, Solano, $87,415
of Delta/_¢v~ Impacts & Contra Costa
Aquatic Habitat by C mitten crab

No 29 99-EI 12 R~prod. Life His of C. Mitten California State University of Fresno, Dept $I,095,708 Scoring criteria han’ns r~"se.arch project
crab, ID of Poss. Repro of Biology MS#SB73
Disrupters to Reduc~ Ecol.
Impact on Spocirs

No 29 99-DI01 Rapid-Response Assessment ofDept of Land, Air & Water Resources, UC Yolo, San Joaquin, $115,029 Panel suggests that all clsoely related
Selenium Tixation’ Rate into theDavis Stanisiaus, Merved, Fresno proposals regarding selenium be
Foodchain coordinated and go fonvard together

(similar to previous efforts regarding
m̄ercury).

No 28.5 99-B123 Implementing the San Jose City of San Jose Santa Clara $410,000 Planning project. Urban areas par~ of a
Riparian Restoration Action Plan bigger plan.

No 28 99-B105 Abandoned Mine Inventory, Dvpt of Consvrvation/Office of Mine Shasta, Phnnas, Lasscn, $2,194,523 Proposal is not responsive to PSP
CALFED’s Targeted WatershedsReclamation/Abandoned Mine Land Unit Butte, Yuba, etc criteria.

No 28 99-D127 The Efficacy of Public The San Francisco Baykevper San Joa£1uin $1,673,257
Education Programs in
Reducing Aquatic Toxj’city
From Stormwau~ Runoff

No 25 99-E110 Determining the Biologica/; San Francisco EsRutry Institute Contra Costa $375,905 Scoring criteria harms research project.
Physical & Chemical
Characteristics ofBallnst Wtr
Arriving in SF Bay

No 28 99-E113 Distribution & Status of Anmdo UC Berkeley, Dept of Integrative Biology Alameda $153,750 Scoring criteria hurts this project.
donax in the Bay-Delta Importaat information for control. Ask
Watershed proposers to do project in one year.

No 28 99--G108 Estuary Supplements Friends of the Estuary All $108,710 With limited funding, would scale back
and fund only half the project for fewer
newsletter issues.Would provide a
different media that would be good at
reaching adults.

No 28 99-B 122 San Joaquin River Riparian U.S. Bureau of Rec/amation, Suite 106 not listed $1,195,000 High priority area but still seemed to
Habitat Restoration have some unresolved issues. Vgue &

Moaday, Juae 14, 1999 Page 12 of 20



Recommended TRP Score Proposal No ProjectTitle             Applicant/Organization          County            Requested Amt Recommended Amt TRP Comments
¯               LU

No 28 99-G102 San Joaquin River Public CA Dept of Water Resouees, San Joaquin All counties of SJ Vly $102,500 Suggest that CALFED provide a max.
50°4 of the cost of the conference costsEducation Program            District                                                                                        ($46,250 which is minus DWR’s admin

of $17,000). Well prepared proposal.
Has a high cost for the number of peopk
reached.

No 28 99-C134 American River (Middle & Georgetown Divide Resource ConservationEl Dorado $203,250 Disconnected to CALFED priority

South Forks) Integrated District specie~

Watershed Stewlttdship

No 28 99-B115 Franks Tract/Decker Island CA Dept of Water Resources Contm Costa, Solano $I6,600,5g0 Too ~xpensive. Ecological details not

Wetlands Habitat Restoration well explained. Small irate.age.

No 27 99-F100 Eval. of Hydroacousties as tt Mereed Irrigation District Mereed $731,535 Concern with whether results could be
realize¢t in the ~ frmm identified.Mgmt Tool for Cert. Vly Salmon
Oarrmt work on hydroaeusties was notProducing Rivers & Streams
referenced.

No 27 99-B141 Dead Horse Island Ltwe, Reclamation District #2111, Dead Horse Saerttmento $315,000 A bit tmehmr what they propos~ to do.

Restoration Project, SaaxtrmatoIsland BLM ¢mh~.eemant lms some benefit, tO

No 27 99-B134 Spawning Gravel Introduction, CA Dopt offish & Game Stanislaus $376,421 Conem’m w/timing. Nmxl sedimea’at tO

Tuolunme River, La Grmge mgmt plan to inform this proee~ See

Phase 2 results of Plmse 1.

No 27 , 99-B133 Lower Gasburg Cro~ SedimemtCA Dept offish & Game Stanislaus $175,901 Suggm~ g, tting moro local involvemeaat,
Primm’y soure* of sediment forControl and Restoration                                                                                                      Ne, d to link to other work.

No 27 99-E100 Assessment of Habitat Use, US Geological Survey, Water Resources Butte, Colusa, Calaveras, $M3,083 Critwia provided for ’F.~ologieai Benefit

Trophic S~ Contaminants . Division Contm Costa, Glenn, doem’t allow a fair evaluation of NIS

Distn"o. of C. Mitten crab in Fresno, ~ Mimed, proposal

Freshwater Nevada, PMc~r,
Sacramento, Solano, San
Joaquin, Smnislaus, Sutter, ..
Yolo

No 27 99-B 110 East Antioch Creek Marsh Contm Costa County Flood Control and Contm Costa $485,000 Isolat~l area - limite¢l potential.

Restoration Project Water Conservation District
No 27 99-C136 Clear Lake Wetlands RestomtionLakecouniySanitationDistriet Lake $1,000,1300 Undsr obligation to do work Proposal

not restxmsive to PSP.

No 27 99.-DI 12 Imlmets of Dietary Selenium onUC Davis, The Regcmts of the University ofMereed $526,083
Giant Garter Snake PopulationsCalifornia
in Sacramento-San Joaquin
Watershed
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Recommended TRP Score Proposal No ProjectTitle Applicant/Organization County Requested Amt Recommended Amt TRP Comments

No 27 99-A100 Recon, reconfig & relocation of CA Dept offish & Game and Cordua lrrigYuba $150,000 Some documentation missing.
DFG fish screen on the Cordua& Hallwood Irrig Co.
Irrig Dist & Hallwood Irrig Co
div.

No 27 99-8160 Developing an Integrated Model The Trust For Public Lands, Western RiversAll C¢ntral Valley $294,362 Be combined w/B 166 (SJ Model).
for Riv¢r Rm’toration and WaterProgram Important issue but B 160 or B 166 work~
Acquisition in the Central Valley well on thie~ own. Could be useful.

Presumes hydrologic regime can be

No 27 99-B 128 Proposal to Implement Deckrr Surface Water Resom~es, Inc. Solano $379,000 Contingent on purchase of the land.
Is. Tidal Wetland Enhancement Good potential habitat Land needs to b
Pilot Project purchasod. Should be integrated with

DWR Work

No 26 99-D 111 Using Ecological Health & UC Davis, Dept of Land, Air & Water Delta region $200,391
Integrity Indicatiors to Eft. Resources
Monitor the Exposure & Effects

No 26 99-C10g Cottonwood Creek Watershed Cottonwood Creek Watershed Group Shasta, Tehama $93~,000 Panel felt this was important work and
Monitoring and Assassmcnt should be considert~. Strong support

for funding ongoing work, potentially
Task I & 2. Not well written. Suggest
additional coordination w/local agencies       tO

No 26 99-(2126 Watershed Restoration & Nevada County Resour~ Conservation Nevada, Yuba $320,619 Start up projact with an ambitious time-
Implementation Strategy for DryDistrict frame.

No 26 99-B 119 Ecosystem Development at the San Jose State University Foundation not listed $492,597 Not well written overall. Unclear that¯
Cosurtmes Rivm" Preserve: results will provide benefits. ILl
Mod~l Rstr. Exp. for the Central
Vly

No 26 99431 I0 Sacramento River Water City of Sacramento Sacramento $46,500 Suggtsts that the City find some partner,
Education Center and CALFED provide only part of the

funding requ~’md. Project has very
broad outreach to lots of people.

No 26 99-C128 Upper Butte Creek Road CSU, Chieo Rtseareh Foundation on behalfButte $209,476 Plan for fixing roll. Did not see cost
Managem~t Improvement of the Butte Creek Watea~ed, IX~pt of effective.
Project Geography & Planning

No 26 99-A118 Behavior of Anadromous Fishes University of California at Los Angeles Sonoma, Sacramento $350,770
at Passageways

No 26 99.-C131 Northeastern SaeramentoValleyTheP, esearehFoundation, CSUChieo Butte, Tchama, Shasta $80,263 DoesnotlDanyl:troduetg Metadata
Small Streams Mapping collection only.
Project - Phase I
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¯               IJ~

No 26 99-D 125 Improve DPR, Database EMCON CALFED B-D Wat¢rshcd $204,753 Contingent on a Technical Advisory
Group being formed and a tim�line
established.
Recommend a coordinative �ffort with
this company and DPR be lannchcd.
This effort needs to go forward so as not
to impede progress of other research.

No 25 99-B 108 Proposal to Cr~at~ Salin~ T~ra T¢ch Inc. Solano $651,443 D~v¢lopm~nt of habitat would ben~t
Errm-gmt W~dand at Mar~ r~gion. Cost scems high. Ensur~ an
Island appropia~ monitoring plan.

No 25 99-B 136 Molmlmnn¢ Corridor:. The Naturo Conservancy San Joaquin $15,730,000 Valuable habitat, but lowox priority in
Acquisition, Management & bigger picture. Concern w/casement
Monitoring at Staten Island durability over long-rim.

No 25 99-Bl17 Phylog~ographic & UC Los Angeles, Dcpt of Organistic All coastal counti~ $385,808 Does not address CALFED priority
Microsatc[lit¢ Study of West Biology, Ecology and Evolution species, though sounds like a good
Coast Estuarin¢ Rcst~ctcd Fish project.

No 25 99-D108 DPR Pesticide Use Data on an CA Dcpt of Pesticide Regulation Sacramento, Yolo $343,400 . Make approval contingemt on including ~
Interact Site ’use: on the tcanx Also, could u’~

potentially fund for low~ amount and        u’~

comments roll in. Po~ntially should b¢ I
directed action because of importance.

No 25 99-B 143 Loss of Mid-Channel Island University of Southern California, Sacrmncnto, San Joaquin $456,781
Habitat in the Delta: Caus~ andDepartment of C,~ography

IRates of Erosion

No 25 99-D103 Microbial Sensors for Slcnium University of California Berkeley Mcrccd $480,000 Panel suggests that all closely related
I-Lszard Asse~mem & proposals rega~ling sclonium be
Development of Sitc-SpcciSc coordinat~ and go fo~asqn~ togcth¢~
ScleniumObju:dws (similar to pr~ous dt’o~ rogarding

n,.excuty).

No 25 99-C113 Phase I Feasibility Study of the City ofTracy, Dcpt of Public Works San Joaquin $149,580
Tracy Wetlands Stormwatcr
Reuse Habitat

No 25 99-C139 MokeJumn¢ & Cosurancs River’sSan ,~oaquin Council of Governments San J’oa~luln, Saczamcnto $217,480 Coordination may be nccdcd but ben¢if~
Coordination arc indirect.

No 25 99-B 166 Focused Action to D~v. Eco. Nattual Heritage Institute (NHI) San Joaquin, Stanislaus, $295,925 Should be combined w/B160. Good
based Hydrologic Models & M~d, MMe~ Fresno focus on San Joaquin. Pr~’um~s
Watex Mgmt Strategies in the S. hydrologic regimes can b¢ manipulated.
J. basin Nccd clarification of how constants

would be dealt with.
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No 25 99-C 124 Butte Count), Water Butte County Water Division Butte $770,0(}0 No link to ecologial benfitg
Inventory/Needs Assessment

No 24 99-BI01 Habitat Restoration/Floodway    Glenn County Glenn, Butte $750,000
Enhancement Wilson Landing to
Chico Creek

No 24 99-B103 Alhambra Creek Habitat City of Martin~z Contra Costa $355,000 Stream r~’toration project in urbanized
Improvements area. Biological benefits for speci~ is

not quantified.

No 24 9942107 Expanding Community based The Restoration Trust Sonoma, Solano, Yolo $169,000 Not recommended for funding, Potential
Restoraton and Stewardship in for long-term benefit low.
Four Watersheds

No 24 99-B 116 Canal Ranch Habitat ResotrationCalif.. Dept offish & Game San Joaquin :$131,9g0 Planaing eft’oR in good area, but
Project, Phase II ecological benefits are marginal.

No 24 99-B 173 Local Economic Impacts of The CSU, Chico Research Foundation- Glenn $63,029 Don~ fund until Phase 1 .is complete.
Public Land Acquisition in the Office of Sponsored Programs Phase 1 is not acceptable - be, hind
Sacramemo River schedule- needs peer r~view.

Project is needed, but must build on
Pb.a~ 1

No 24 9942135 Digital Soil Survey Mapping & USDA NRCS & the California Shasta, Tehama, Glean and $1,612,040 Good proj ect/idea, but not fo~ CALFED
Digital Orthophotoquad For Bay-Co .am’ration Partnership others funds, tO
I~Ica Region

No 24 9943109 Bay-Delta Leadership Institute Adopt-A-Watershed, Inc. Butte, Tchama $203,200 Hghly supportive of the Adopt-a-
W~ program, howeve,, the cost i~.
very high for the actual benefits. Panel [
would be more favorable if the costs ILlw~re spread aoross mor~ organizations

No 24 99-F104 Comprch~’nsive ImplementationBailey Environmental " multiple $152,400 P,~mLmend fund F106 instead.
Plan for Chinook Salmon Potential conflict of interest. Bailey"

would be evaluating his own work.
No 24 99-B 142 Fluvio-Geomorphi¢ Design Cotton, Shires and Associates, Inc. Slmsta, Tehama $69,300 No biologial oonnection or clear

Criteria for the Cottonwood connection with watershed group.
Creek Watershed

No 24 99-F101 Building Strong Leadership for ’University of Arizorm, Society for All $87,203 Has the potential to have high lmae~its,
Restoration: SkilI DevelopmentEcological Rcstoraton, Dept EF~ but the projoct need to be much more
& Restoration Education tightly defined. The scope is too broad.

No 23 9943127 Yuba River Watershed . Foster Wheeler Environmental CorporationNevada, Yuba $500,502 Conom’n with top down feel Consultant
Assessment to do work and turn over to loe, als. In

ganeral, work is needed in this area.
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No 23 99-B104 Dev of Prop & Re-intm Bitterroot Restoration, Inc. Montana $114,700 Plant propagation project. Direct
Techniques for Delta Special application to CALFED priority species
Status Plant Species was not apparent..

No 23 99-G 115 Brentwood Marsh Habitat & City of Brentwood Contm Costa $435,600 Not a strong link to env ed. Lots of
Educational Center benefits seem to be to the City and its

s~wage tre~atment facilities.

No 23 99-C123 Calavea’as County Watershed Calaveras County Water District Calaveras $700,000 R~eommend not funding, County
Mgmt & Stewardship Program approach to watershed issue.

No 23 99-D 129 Characterization ofQuanity & CA Dept of Water Resources, Water QualityYolo, Sacramento $722,495
Quality of Organic Carbon Assessment Branch, DPLA
Loading & Transformation

No 22 99-(3112 Wetlands Public Access Matterhorn California, Inc. Napa $’226,000 Do~n~t have clear cormeetion on how
Demonstration Project this program will ¢duc~ On the bio/eco

No 22 99-B 138 Modeling the influ~ne~ of UC Santo Barbara -Donald Bren School ofSha.~’ta Tehama, Gleam, $408,409 Could b~ valuable r~s~areh but not
R~torstion Scenarios on Chan.Environ. Seiene~ & Management- Offie~ ofButte r~sponsive to PSP. Should be linked
& Flplaln Morphology in the Researolt, w/UC Davis work. Need b~tcr link to
Sac River b~sin habitat b~a~fits, tO

No 22 99-(3116 Environmental Education EMCON B-D W~ed $161,468 Se~ms to duplicate many existing
products. Project like this should have

No 22 99-D114 Distinguishing TOC Sources in UC Davis, Agronomy & Range Science Solano, Yolo $860,865 Gm~tl comment- group sugg~ts all
the Delta Using Complex proposals of this natur~ I~ eoordiated to
Chemical Fingerprinting of go forward tog~Jaor. (Similar to previot~ 1.1.1
Organic Matt~ efforts r~garding ma-eury).

No 22 99-B118 Feasibility Study for a Plant Denise Kelly Napa, Sonoma ’ $I7,470 ~w project, but not tied in with
Materials & Research Ctr for ongoing work. Benef’~ to species
CALFED Proj. in the No. S.F. que~tionshl~.
Bay Eeo zone

No 22 99-D 110 Sacramento County Urban City of Sacram~to, D~pt of Utilities, Eng Sacramento $756,631
Runoff OP Pesticide Toxicity Services Division
Control Program

No 22 99-E 109 Tr~ting Ballast Water San Francisco Estuary Institute San Francisco, Contra Costa $118,460 R~search project hurt by scoring crit~ia
Discharges at Existing For ballast water research is especially
Municipal Ws~tewater. important. This is an important qu~’tior
Treatm6mt Plants to answer. Design and integration
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No 21 99-EI06 Treatment of Ballast Water: California State University, Hayward, DeptAlameda $596,783 Need this type of information

Towards the Elim. of Alien of Biological Sciences
Aquatic Intro Into the SF Bay

No 21 99-D 126 Adaptive Development of a CA Dept of Pesticide Regulation Sacramento $729,726 Concerned that them is an inherent
conflict of interest as DPR is paid by the

Watershed Specific Pesticide mill tax
Use Monitoring Strategy

No 21 99-D105 Merced River Water Metced Irrigation District Merced $460,000

Tempermure Feasibility Study

No 21 99-C125 South Sacramento County Sacramento County Planning and Sacramento $125,000

Habitat Consetvstion Plan Community Development
No 21 99-D 106 Real.T’mm Sensors for MercuricLawrence Berkeley National Laboratory, Mereed $793,871 Panel suggests that all closely related

proposals regarding s~lenium be
& Selenate Ions Utilizing MS 936B coordinate and go forward together.
Templated (similar to previous effo~ regarding

No " 20.8 99-B129 Butte Creek Acquisition, Center for Natural Lands Management Butte $575,794

Easement and Restoration tO

No 20 99-B140 Saertmento River Bypass National Audubon Society - California Colu~, Saermnmto, Sutter, $422,496 Reclamation Board is not a co-

Floodplain Habitat Restoration Yolo, Yuba
applietmt. Wrote a letter Stating that the.
are not.                              I

Program

No 20 99-42117 San Pablo Bay Watershed North Bay Watershed Association (NBWA) Matin, Sonoma, Napa $175,000

Capacity Development cYo LGVSD

No 20 99-B 162 Sacramento Rivet Bank & Maxwell Irrigation District Colusa $a545,000

Habitat Restoration Project
ILl

No 20 99..C137 Promoting Stewardship Coalition for Uttmn/Kuml Environm=rtal Yuba, Sutt~, Burro, Col $3,333,500 Not a wateshed project. Several

Practices to Reduce Non Point Stewardship (CURE~) and others unresolved issues.

Source Pollution From Prod. Ag
in SaedSJ Wtrshed

No. 19 99-G114 Bay Delta Explorer 2000 &BAG/San Francisco Estumy Project Bay Delta F.atuary & $312,058 unclear                   Good potentialwho thef°r audiencebi°/ee°wouldbenefitSbe, but
Water.eft Expensive for benfit d~ved.

No 19 99-B 186 Butte Creek Acquisition, The CSU, Chieo Research Foundation on Butte $446,543

Revegetation and Restoration behalf of Butte Creek Watershed
Assessment Proj ~’t Conseawaney

No 19 99-(]111 Return to the Source: The Rural California Alliance several $132,230 Link to CALLED objectives not dear.
The goals listed are great but how they

Upper Watersheds of the Bay- enhance the CALFED Program is not
Delta clear.
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No 19 99-C110 Tuolumne River Regional ParkCity of Modesto, on behalf of the TuolumneStanislaus $70,766 Proposal to develop an EItL not
Land Us~ Plan River Regional Park Joint Powers Agency integrated with any watersh~l planning.
Update/Environmental

No lg.g 99-B107 Rock Cr~k - Keefer Slough Butte County Butte $650,000
Environn~ntal Restoration

]~o lg 99-D121 Auburn Ravine CRMP Watt" Placer County R~source Conservmion Pla.c~’, sutte~ $532,287 Project chorals’try is not w~ll-defined.
Quality Monitoring Project District

No 18 9943105 The Salmon Run: Eon R~ TrailsUS Army Corps of Engineers Y01o, Solano $550,135 Ed proj~t with no dire~t benefit to
for the Sac!San loaquin Delta priority species.

. No 18’ 99-B 100 Tuoltmme River Sediment Sedimentation and River Hydraulics Group,Stanislaus, Tuolurune $279,000 Benefits wer~ not described or
Management Plar~ TSC, USBR quantified. Not well written or well

No 17 9943118 The Delta Primer Jane Wolff All Delta counties $188,500 Unique idea, but not a clear link to
CALFED objectives. Not sure of the
’staying power’ for this type ofproduot.
Seemed ~xponfive fer benefit derived.        ~-

No 17 9942119 American Basin Walzrshed Dry Creek Conserv~cy Placer, Saeram~_~o, Sutter $402,600 tO
Station tO

No 17 99-B147 Clover Cr~.k Flood Protection City ofRedding, Dept of Public Works Shasta $3,842,090 tO
and Environra~tal Project

No 17 99-E105 Bay Delta Crab Control Aquallife Electrical Barriers, Ine N/A $154,489 Proposal, as writt¢~ do~s not warrant O
funding. O

NO 16 9942111 GTl~it~ Watershed P~storation USDA Forest Service, Stanislans NationalTuolumne $4,555,(D0 This should be fimd~i by th© Forest [
Pilot Proj~t Forest Servie~. It is diseorme~ted and not I~1

community based. No dear benefits to
CALFED.

No 16 99-B187 Howard Slough Riparian The CSU, Chieo Research Foundation- Butte $265,288
R.e~toration Project Ottiee of Sponsored Programs

No 15 9942102 Wildcat Canyon Western Slope City of E1 Cerdto Contra Costa $1,046,000 No eorm~etion to CALFED goals.
Restoration Project Mainly exotic species control. Not

community based. P, ze~ived l~vrs of
opposition.

No 14 99-A107 Battle Cr~k Salmon & Mr. Lassen Trout Farms, Ine Tehama, Shasta $4,136,297 No l~al interpretation ofjustifieation fo
Stcclhead Restoration Program this work. Policy issue to fund protveto

Ofl~riva~ trout farm. Cos~.
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No 13 99-G113 Napa Living Rivers Confvrvnc¢ Mmtcrhom California, Inc. Napa $45,000 Unclear whctcrh the stal~¢holdcrs who
and Field Tours arc targeted wvr¢ involved in

planning. Good idea, but needs to come
from stakeholder cornmonity as
something the county/city wants.

No 13 99-C141 Integrating Ecosys~m Rvsourc~ Dvsign Tvchnology, Inc. Sol, Tvhama, Sac, Sha.~, $388,950 No direr benefit to CALFED goals. Nc
Rvstorafion program Ob.ie~-’tives Yolo connection w/Iocais or ongoing activid¢
with Instream Gravvl Mining

No 13 99-B 164 ~to Riv~ Public CA Dept of Wat~ Resources, North~n All along Sa~ River from $400,000 Project ~ very costly for the bvn¢fit
Information Intvmet Serve- District Collinsville to K~’wick d~rived; good idea but doesn’t se~m to
Phase I usv lots of existing info.

No 12 99-E117 Development of a Research CA Dept of Boating & Wate~wa~ Sacramento, S.I, Conlra $4,000,000 CALFED should not fund this proposal
Program for tl~ Invasive Costa We r~cognize Egeria is a problem, but
Aquatic Plant, Egvria dvnsa proposal didn’t me~t CALFED s~ndar~

No 12 99-G101 Delta Ird’ormation Cvn~r CA 13~pt of Parks & ~on, Brarman Saorame~to $2,500,000 Lately be~-’fits r~z~tion rather than
Island Stato Rvcre~on Arva anvironrn~ntal ed in this phase of

propos~ ~ b~n~ts for Env. Ed
po~ble on~ project is built.

No 11 99-G120 CALFED B~y~e, lt~t Program Eco A~ion San JOm:luin, B-D $480,000 Not a clear conneotion to env ed
~ Watershed ~ No local involvemem.

No 99-C10;3 Duplica~ Proposal 99-B I02 Friends of’the Tuo~umne, Inc. Stanis~
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